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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to Amendment received 10/12/04. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burdick et al. (hereinafter Burdick, U.S. Patent No. 6,148,307) in view of Rangan et al. 
(hereinafter Rangan, U.S. Patent No. 6,802,042). 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claim 9), Burdick 
teaches gathering raw data from diverse sources and translating said raw data into a 
user specified format in that raw data (101) is generated at or within a particular plant 
facility (Col. 4, lines 19-20). Raw data can come from data generated from each process 
step or group of steps (Col. 4, lines 29-30). Raw data may be in one of a number of 
formats (Col. 4, lines 44-54). A reformatter server (102) is provided to reformat raw data 
(101) into a standardized data format known as Data Input Standard or DIS (Col. 4, 
lines 55-58). The raw data from diverse sources is fed into the reformatter server, which 
in a sense gathers it for translating. Burdick does not teach that the translation format is 
user specified. However, Rangan teaches that raw result data is prepared according to 
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user-requested presentation options in such as GUI module 181 of Fig. 8. Here, raw 
data is translated so as to appear in different forms to the user (Col. 23, lines 41-48). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the teachings of Burdick and Rangan as both inventions relate to accumulating 
varied information for presentation to a user in a form that the end-user can interpret. 
Adding the teaching of Rangan provides the benefit of manual control over the 
translation (formatting) process. 

Burdick continues by teaching loading said translated raw data into an 
application server in that once raw data (101) has been reformatted into DIS data (103) 
by the reformatter server (102), the DIS data is loaded, via loader (104) into local 
database server (105) to produce database (106) (Col. 5, lines 39-41). 

Burdick does not specifically teach summarizing and indexing said translated raw 
data. However, Rangan teaches an Internet portal system for gathering raw data from 
Internet sites and presenting meta-summarized information from the data to a 
requesting user via a report algorithm selected by the user. The report algorithm then 
summarizes the raw data and generates a report (Col. 3, lines 29-49). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the 
teachings of Burdick and Rangan as both inventions relate to accumulating varied 
information for presentation to a user in a form that the end-user can interpret. Adding 
the teaching of Rangan provides the benefit of manual control over the translation 
(formatting) process. 
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Rangan also teaches receiving a user specified request for data in that a report 
processor receives a report request made according to an individual one of a plurality of 
pre-defined user requests, by a report processor at an Internet-connected portal system 
from a user (see (a) bullet, Claim 8). 

Rangan also teaches relating said requested data to said translated raw data via 
said summarized and indexed translated raw data in that a request processor receives 
a request and matches the request to one of the reporting algorithms, which in turn, 
gathers data related to the request and processes it {retrieving said translated raw data 
relating to said requested data) (Col. 3, lines 39-47). A report is then generated and the 
portal system transmits it to the requestor of the data (providing said translated raw data 
relating to said requested data to said user via a user interface) (Col. 3, lines 47-49). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the teachings of Burdick and Rangan as both inventions relate to accumulating 
varied information for presentation to a user in a form that the end-user can interpret. 
Adding the teaching of Rangan provides the benefit of presenting potentially diverse 
data in a consolidated manner. 

In regard to dependent Claim 2 (and similarly dependent Claim 10), Burdick 
teaches analyzing said translated raw data relating to said requested data; and 
visualizing said translated raw data relating to said requested data in that a GUI 
provides the client with a variety of options with regard to the format of retrieved data 
from a complex search request. The GUI may allow the client to view or browse the 
produced data, or may reformat that data into one of a number of formats corresponding 
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to commercially available database programs (e.g., Lotus 1-2-3®, Paradox®, Excel®, 
RS1®, SAS®, or the like). Thus, engineers within a particular production facility or 
department may download information from database (106) and reformat this 
information into other database programs to meet pre-existing program or project needs 
(Col. 7, lines 65-67; Col. 8, lines 1-9). Note that any actions which produce reports, 
graphs, tables (i.e., reduced output) are in fact summarizing the translated raw data 
because 

In regard to dependent Claims 3-4 (and similarly dependent Claims 11-12), 
Burdick fails to teach that said user interface is a web browser coupled to said 
application server via a network connection. However, Rangan teaches a Browser 
Interface (69) connected to a portal Interface (153) via an Internet connection (161) (see 
Fig. 4, items 69, 71; Fig. 7). 

Rangan also teaches that said network connection is an Internet connection (see 
Fig. 1 ; Fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Burdick and Rangan as both inventions relate to 
accumulating varied information for presentation to a user in a form that the end-user 
can interpret. Adding the teaching of Rangan provides the benefit of accessing data 
over the Internet using a convenient interface. 

In regard to dependent Claims 5-6 (and similarly dependent Claims 13-14), 

Burdick fails to explicitly teach that said application server is coupled to said 
diverse data sources via a network connection. However, Rangan teaches a portal 
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interface connected to diverse Internet sites containing data (see Fig. 7, items 151, 139, 
147, 149). Rangan also teaches that said network connection is an Internet connection 
(Fig. 7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Burdick and Rangan as both inventions relate to 
accumulating varied information for presentation to a user in a form that the end-user 
can interpret. Adding the teaching of Rangan provides the benefit of accessing data 
over the Internet. 

In regard to dependent Claims 7-8 and dependent Claims 15-16, Burdick teaches 
storing said translated raw data in a data management system and that the data 
management system comprises databases in that once raw data (101 ) has been 
reformatted into DIS data (103) by reformatter server (102), the DIS data is loaded, via 
loader (104) into local database server (105) to produce database (106) (Col. 5, lines 
39-41). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 
272-4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



James H. Blackwell 
05/05/05 




